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A property owner’s rights are superior to any rights of a subsequent possessor who has stolen the property or purchased 
stolen property.' Indeed, the theft of goods or chattels does not divest one who owns, or has title to, such property from his or 
her ownership of the property,’ since one cannot make good title to that which he or she does not own.*? The owner may 
follow and reclaim the stolen goods wherever he or she may find them.‘ If possession of the stolen goods by an innocent 
subsequent purchaser may be deemed lawful, it is rendered unlawful by his or her refusal to honor a demand by the true 
owner for their possession.* Even though such a purchaser may be treated as having title and the right to possession as against 
everyone but the rightful owner, a sale by the thief or by any person claiming under the thief does not vest any title in the 
purchaser as against the owner, although the sale was made in the ordinary course of trade and the purchaser acted in good 
faith.© However, one without knowledge that money transferred to him or her has been obtained through a felony, who 
receives it honestly and in good faith, although from the thief, acquires good title to it even as against the true owner.’ 


The owner may, through an appropriate action or proceeding, recover the stolen goods‘ or their value,’ either from the thief'® 
or from the estate of the thief," or from any other person who has not acquired such title and into whose possession they have 
come, whether innocently or otherwise. Thus, where an automobile which was allegedly purchased with cash stolen in the 
course of a bank robbery, and which was seized by federal officers upon the arrest of the suspected robbers, has been 
purportedly assigned by the suspects, before their conviction, to attorneys acting on their behalf in the prosecution, such 
attorneys cannot claim to have the status of bona fide purchasers for value, since they could not have been oblivious to the 
“large black cloud” hovering over the interest of the suspects in the chattel, and in that event, the attorneys stand in no better 
position than the robbery suspects. "° 
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